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House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Tuesday, July 1, 1958. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman, 
presiding. 

The CHarrMan. Let the committee come to order. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman, there is a provision that was supposed 
to have been included in the bill. I have reason to believe now it 
was not. 

Sometime ago the power of radio station WOAI, near Randolph 
Air Force Base in my district was knocked down by a plane from 
Randolph. Now, this tower was in existence before Randolph was in 
existence. So it involved the question of aviation easement or 
assessment. 

The Air Force objected to it being reconstructed at its former loca- 
tion and after some 2 years of negotiations and trying to find a place 
where the Air Space Committee, the Army, Navy, Air Force, the 
CAB, and all, would agree, they finally came to an agreement and 
exchanged memoranda as to the purposes of it. 

It was agreed that the Air Force was indebted to the extent of 


probably $102,000. As a portion of the agreement, the Air Force 
said: 


In consideration of the agreement described in paragraph one above, the 
Department of the Air Force agrees to recommend for inclusion in the Department 
of Defense legislative program and faithfully to support legislation similar or 
having the effect of the draft attached as exhibit A. 

I raised the question with the Air Force back in December of 1957 
that we probably ought not to have the burden of carrying it in private 
legislation, but that it should be placed in the public works bill. 

General Kelly wrote me under date of December 23: 

This is in response to your inquiry concerning the matter of the relocation of the 
radio tower belonging to Southland Industries, Inc. As you requested, the item 
concerning the payment to Southland Industries, Inc., is being included in the 
overall military construction bill. 

In view of that, of course, I did not offer private legislation. 

I want to ask, Mr. Chairman, that Mr. Kelleher be directed to 
inquire into the matter and determine its present status and the 
amount of the agreed liability and if it is sustained substantially as 
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in the representation I have made here, that perhaps on the floor 
there would be no objection to an amendment offered by me for 
inclusion. 

The CuarrMan. This is off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman, this is in the nature of an easement. 

The Cuarrman. Easement, oh, yes. 

Mr. Krmpay. You see, it was a prior existing facility. Had it not 
been knocked down, the procedure would have been for them to re- 
quest an aviation easement and to pay the cost of the removal of the 
obstruction. It was knocked down and they did not permit them to 
rebuild it. 

Mr. Bates. How was it knocked down? 

Mr. Kupay. A B-29 ran into it. 

Mr. Bares. Was there any claim against the Government for per- 
sonal property injuries associated with the accident? 

Mr. Kizpay. No; one of the occupants in the plane that jumped 
from it was killed. The other may have been somewhat injured. He 
got out of it. This $102,000 includes all of the property damage, as 
well as the relocation. 

Mr. Bares. How about the loss of life involved? Now, is there a 
claim against 
Mr. Kmpay. The only Joss of life was that of a servic e member, 
who received, of course, the benefits that a serviceman’s survivors 

would get. 

The Caarrman. Then this is the acquisition of an easement? 

Mr. Kupay. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Nothing in the way of a claim? 

Mr. Kewueuer. Right. 

The Cuarrman. Look into it, Mr. Kelleher. 

Now, members of the committee, I will ask Mr. Bates to go with 
me over to the Rules Committee to try to obtain a rule on two bills— 
the public works bill and the ship bill. I will ask Mr. Kilday to take 
the agenda of bills we have before us this morning. 

Mr. Smart, try to get a quorum here by the time you vote. 

Mr. Bates, you and I will go. 

Mr. Kilday, will you please take charge of the meeting? 

Mr. Kipay. I find, according to the agenda that I am to report 
first. So, on behalf of Subcommittee No. 2, I report first on H. R. 471. 
This is a bill to authorize a small number of retired commissioned 
officers, probably less than 10, who were advanced on the retired list 
to their 1ighest World War I grade under the act of June 21, 1930, to 
receive retired pay based upon the grade in which they were retired 
instead of the grade to which they were advanced. 

This affects a very small group of officers. It has been thoroughly 
considered by the subcommittee and it has a unanimous report. We 
will wait for formal action a little later in the morning. 

We will next report on H. R. 7706. The purpose of this legislation 
is to entitle members of the Army, Navy, Air Force, and Marine 
Corps retired after 30 years’ service, including double time credit, to 
retired pay equal to 75 percent of the monthly basic pay authorized 
for the highest enlisted, warrant, or commissioned grade in which they 
served satisfactorily during World War I. 
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This is a very small group of former enlisted men who, prior to 1912, 
had served outside of the continental United States and therefore 
were entitled to credit for double time for purposes of retirement. 

This small group then served as commissioned officers in World 
War I. At the termination of World War I, they reverted to en- 
listed status. Later, when they were retired under a speical provi- 
sion of law, they drew the pay of warrant officers and carried the title 
of their commissioned grade, even though they did not ever serve as 
warrant officers. It was a system of compensating them. 

This is to permit them to make a new election after the Career 
Compensation Act of 1949. Very few of them are still alive. These 
are men who would have to be, I suppose, over 80 years of age at this 
time, and served for any appreciable period of time prior to 1912. 

Next I will report on H. R. 7902, to authorize travel and transpor- 
tation allowances in the case of certain members of the uniformed 
services. 

This is highly technical, and I will have to ask counsel for the 
committee, Mr. Blandford, to give us a short explanation. 

Mr. Bianprorp. In brief, this involves the question of transporta- 
tion of household effects for people who were hospitalized and could 
not actually move within a period of 1 year because they were hos- 
pitalized for a longer period than that. That is what it really boils 
down to. 

The question was brought up in 1955. Unfortunately, it was not 
covered in the 1955 law when we tried to give reservists and those 
placed on the temporary disability retired list the right to move their 
household effects. This thing grew out of the fact that the Comp- 
troller General had ruled that regulars who were placed on the tem- 
porary disability retired list and reservists retired fo or disability could 
not select a home to which to move their household effects. They 
could only use their home of record. 

We gave this benefit to reservists retired for disability as well as 
any regulars placed on the temporary disability retired list, but there 
were some people who had to make the move within a period of 1 
year and some of these were hospitalized during that period and 
could not actually move, and this would allow them to move their 
household effects. 

Mr. Huppiestron. Very equitable bill. 

Mr. Kixpay. I will now report on H. R. 9299 and H. R. 9300 
together. H. R. 9299 would authorize the appointment of Philip 
Ferdinand Lindeman, as permanent colonel of the Regular Army. 
He is now on active duty as a major general, Reserve. 

H. R. 9300 authorizes the appointment of Robert Wesley Colglazier, 
Jr., as permanent brigadier general of the Regular Army. He is now 
on duty as a major general on the Reserve. 

‘These are two very outstanding general officers of the Army. They 
are not eligible for integration into the Regular service because of age. 
One is 50 years of age and one is 53 vears of age. They both had 
very distinguished records in World War II and were both called back 
incident to Korea. 

This will not give them any retirement rights to which they were 
not otherwise entitled. What it actually does is to permit the Army 
to retain them on active duty until they reach age 60, at which time 
they would retire under general provisions of law and not receive any 
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benefit from this bill. Unless they are integrated into the Regular 
service, the Army will lose their services because under regulations 
they would be required to be released from active duty. 

I will next report on H. R. 11504, a bill to permit enlisted members 
of the Naval Reserve and the Marine Corps Reserve to transfer to 
the Fleet Reserve and the Fleet Marine Corps Reserve on the same 
basis as members of the Regular components. 

Well, I think that the stotement I have just made covers the whole 
thing. It permits the reserves to qualify for Fleet Reserve, the same 
as the regulars. 

H. R. 11626. The purpose of this bill is to eliminate the present 
requirement that a naval aviation cadet sign an agreement to serve 
on active duty for a continuous period, including time required for 
training, of not more than 4 years and to replace it with a requirement 
that the cadet sign an agreement to serve on active duty as a com- 
missioned officer for at least, 3 years after completion of the course of 
training as an aviation cadet. 

The purpose of this bill would be—well, it will grant more flexibility 
to the Department in connection with aviation cadets in their cadet 
status and after commission. 

It provides for a net period of 3 years of service after completion of 
training and commission, whereas at the present time they sign up for 
a total of 4 years. That includes their training period and their 
active duty period thereafter. 

It is required, about a year and a half, to train one of these men as a 
flier. So the net time left for duty after commission is thereby re- 
duced. This would give the Navy and the Marine Corps a net of 3 
years of commissioned service after training. 

Of course, at the present time if an individual should be delayed in 
the completion of his training, it would all come out of the 4 years. 
So the net you have remaining for service after training is correspond- 
ingly reduced. 

Or, if in the future they should require a longer period of time to 
train a man before his commission, we would get still less active duty 
out of him after commission, so it changes it from a gross period of 4 
years in entering the program as a cadet to a net period of 3 years 
after completing training and being commissioned. 

Mr. Devereux. That is in line with the same as graduates from 
the Naval Academy, I believe. 

Mr. Kiupay. Yes, practically so. 

Mr. Buanprorp. The difference, quickly, is that the law today says 
not more than 4 years. ‘This will say not less than three after com- 
pleting their training. 

Now, they could hold them beyond the 3-year period. It depends 
upon how long it is going to take them to complete two tours of sea 
duty. This is what they are really getting after. 

Mr. Kiipay. Doesn’t the Navy now require 4 years of an Academy 
graduate? 

Mr. Buanprorp. Yes, sir. But the law now says not less than 
three. 

Mr. Kriipay. The Army requires three. 

Mr. Buanprorp. Yes. But for this entering class at West Point, 
they must agree to serve 4 years following graduation. 

Mr. Devereux. How about the Naval Academy? 
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Mr. BuianpFrorp. The Navy has had 4 years for some time. But 
the law is the same. The law says not less than three. 

Mr. Kiupay. The gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Very vaguely I recall there is some differential 
between the cadets of the Air Force and the cadets of the Navy and the 
Marines. 

Now, will this establish a uniformity among the services as far as 
cadets are concerned? 

Mr. BuanpFrorp. Well, cadets as such are paid one-half the amount 
of pay that a second lieutenant gets. 

I think perhaps, Mr. Van Zandt, you may have in mind the various 
programs that the Air Force, Navy, and Marine Corps had for training 
their fliers. 

I think the obligated service in the cadet program is the same. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. How about the requirement from the standpoint 
of years served, though? 

Mr. Buanprorp. I think they will be the same now for Air Force, 
Navy, and Marine Corps, with this. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. In other words, this will establish uniformity? 

Mr. Buanprorp. I believe so. 

Mr. Kintpay. That is definitely not the real purpose of it. 

Mr. Buanprorp. No. 

Mr. Kitpay. The real purpose of it is to get additional service out 
of the individual after he is commissioned. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman, I would appreciate it if Mr. 
Blandford would look into it. 

Mr. BLanprorp. I will. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. I have had some complaints. 

Mr. BLanprorp. I think it is the difference in the various programs. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Why not treat them all alike? 

Mr. Kivpay. I will next report on H. R. 11636. The purpose of the 
bill is to repeal section 6018 of title 10, United States Code, which 
presently requires the Secretary of the Navy to include in the orders 
of all officers of the Regular Navy assigned to shore duty, a statement 
that such assignment is required by the public interest. 

The bill makes no other changes in existing law. 

This is an obsolete provision of the code, the days when sailors 
were supposed to go to sea, I imagine. [Laughter.] 

The establishment has gotten so much larger that perhaps they have 
to certify now that it is necessary for them to go to sea, rather than 
certifying that it is necessary for them to be assigned to shore. 

I will next report on S. 655. The purpose of the proposed legislation 
will permit the advancement of Brig. Gen. Chester W. Goble to the 
grade of major general on the Army of the United States retired list, 
effective March 1, 1955. 

General Goble was adjutant general of the State of Ohio. He was 
federally recognized as a major general and served on duty as adjutant 
general of the State of Ohio as a major general. How it happened 
no one seems to know, but they neglected to send his nomination to 
the Senate. So he was never confirmed by the Senate as a major 
general, as it would be necessary. 

He drew the pay of a major general while on active duty and was 
entitled to receive it because he rendered the services of major general. 











When he went on the retired list, not having been confirmed by the 
Senate, he was entitled to retirement only in the grade of brigadier 
general, for which he had been confirmed by the Senate. 

So after he had drawn some pay it was charged back against him, and 
he is denied the retired pay of a major general. 

My view is that inasmuch as this involves a senatorial prerogative 
of confirmation, that we would probably not be justified in passing a 
bill of this kind in the House if the Senate had not already acted. 
The Senate having already acted by the passage of S. 655, I feel that. 
this committee should correct the injustice which is due no doubt to 
some oversight in the executive department. 

Mr. Hess. I might say, Mr. Chairman, that that was the reason 
that there wasn’t a bill introduced in the House. 

Mr. Kiupay. Is that so? 

Mr. Hess. Yes. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. Mr. Chairman, a question to the counsel. 

Mr. Kiupay. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Is there any ceiling from the standpoint of rank 
that would apply to officers serving as adjutant general of the several 
States? 

Mr. BLanprorp. Of the several States? 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. Yes. 

Mr. Buanprorp. They are authorized to serve, I think, in the grade 
of colonel on up—well, it* varies. There is no ceiling, to my knowl- 
edge, on the number of general officers. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. In other words, they could bedome lieutenant 
general if necessary and recognized federally and confirmed by the 
Senate? 

Mr. Kitpay. You mean if the President nominated him? 

Mr. Buanprorp. If he was nominated as a lieutenant general and 
confirmed by the Senate as a lieutenant general, I see no reason why 
he could not be. 

Now those grades of lieutenant general, however, are positions of 
importance, national importance, and the only way they can be 
designated as such is by the President. 

You see, we are in a strange situation now with the two new grades 
of lieutenant general and general. We have no selection system in 
effect to the grade of lieutenant general and general. I am sure that 
this committee may hereafter want to look into this matter now that 
we have established pay grades. 

Mr. Kuirpay. I believe the question that would be involved in the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania’s question would be whether the 
President established a precedent of certifying, which he has ~ 
right to do, a given position the degree of importance to which ¢ 
3- or 4-star officer could be assigned. Now, in addition to that me 
would probably run up against the ceiling, which is very restrictive, 
on 3- and 4-star generals, as to those who might be on active duty as 
adjutants general. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. I am talking about the adjutant general of the 
several States. 

Mr. Buanprorp. I know of no restriction. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. In Pennsylvania we had an adjutant general who, 
when appointed, was a brigadier, elevated to major general, and finally 
to lieutenant general. 
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Mr. BLANpDForD. By the State? 

Mr. Van Zanpr. By the State. But my understanding was that 
he was not federally recognized. 

Mr. Buanprorp. | could well understand he would not be federally 
recognized because in order to get Federal recognition I think it would 
have to be designated as a position of national importance by the 
President. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. So there is a ceiling then as far as the Federal 
Government is concerned. 

Mr. Bianprorp. The only way I know of that you can get to be a 
lieutenant general under the law is to be designated in a position of 
national importance. 

Mr. Kiupay. I will next report on S. 1732, to pe ‘rmit persons receiv- 
ing retired pay on the emergency officers’ retired list who served satis- 
factorily in World War I] for not less than 6 months as a commissioned 
officer of one of the Armed Forces in a higher grade than that held on 
the emergency officers’ retired list to be advanced to the higher grade 
and to have his retired pay computed on the basis of the higher grade 
even though such service in World War II may have been in a different 
service than that which he served in World War I. 

[ am sure that is abundantly clear to everyone. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Kirpay. This bill is framed as general legislation. It applies 
to one individual so far as anyone knows or can find out. His name 
is Westphal. How he ever got his business in this shape I don’t know. 
| Laughter.] 

Mr. Kizpay. | didn’t think it could happen to anybody but me. 

But he served in the Navy in World War—— 

Mr. BLanprorp. No, sir; he served in the Army in World War I. 

Mr. Kixpay. He served in the Army in World WarI. Was placed 
on the emergency officers retired list. He went back on duty in 
World War II in the Navy and was promoted and then retired in the 
highest grade satisfactorily held. 

That was not authorized by law because he served in a different 
service from the one in which he had served in World War I and in 
which he had been retired. 

So when they brought up the bill to help the fellow out of the 
predicament in which he found himself, they found they had been 
overpaying him $500 a year for quite a number of years. They have 
charged all that back to him. 

There couldn’t possibly be another fellow in this shape. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Kitpay. It won’t create any precedent and I think at the rate 
of pay of the committee and its staff, it is far cheaper to pay him than 
to attempt to explain it. (Laughter. | 

Mr. Kiupay. The next is 8. 2266. This has to do with the rate of 
pay of wage board employees at the Portsmouth, N. H., Navy Yard. 
It will provide that they be paid on the same basis as the wage board 
employees of the Boston Navy Yard. 

A good many people living in the same community in that area— 
some work in one yard and some in the other, about the same distance 
apart, but there is a different rate scale. It is a matter that has been 
kicked around for a long period of time. 

Now, there are amendments to several of these bills. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman, are we establishing a precedent 
here? 
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Mr. Kitpay. I don’t think that we are. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. How about the people who work in Norfolk and 
also the people who work in the Philadelphia Navy Yard? 

Mr. Kinpay. Well, the gentleman from Virginia, Mr. Hardy, was 
here through the hearing on this, and the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. Gavin. The Department takes the position that it might 
create a precedent. I don’t believe it does. It is a matter that they 
could settle administratively if they would. 

I think it is going to be necessary to pass out legislation in order 
to force them to take the administrative action which should be 
taken. 

Mr. Bianprorp. Mr. Chairman, there are two points involved in 
this particular bill which I think make it somewhat different than any 
other area. 

For twenty-some-odd years Portsmouth and Boston paid the same 
rate. 

The second factor is that there are approximately 5,341 employees 
in the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard and it is perfectly obvious that 
the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard sets the wage scale for the Portsmouth 
area, instead of the wage scales being established by wage surveys 
in the Portsmouth industrial area. 

Yet, the wage surveys are supposed to be the criteria by which 
these rates of pay are established. 

Now, you have a proximity problem where you have next-door 
neighbors—I goes to Portsmouth and 1 goes to Boston. The cost 
of living is supposed to determine their wage scale. One gets 31 
cents an hour more than the other. 

Mr. Kinpay. Now, there are amendments to some of these bills 
recommended by the subcommittee. 

I move the adoption of—I move the favorable report on all of the 
bills with the amendments recommended by the subcommittee. 

Is there objection? 

(No response.) 

Mr. Kinpay. The Chair hears none. And I will ask the counsel to 
note a quorum is present. 

Mr. Smart. There are in excess of 20 present, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kiutpay. The next will be a report by Subcommittee No. 
Mr. Durham 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman, Subcommittee No. 3 considered 9 
bills on Friday, June 27. The bills and recommendations are as 
follows: 

H. R. 8249: This bill would authorize the Secretary of the Army to 
cede to the State of Michigan jurisdiction over lands lying within 
Fort Custer. 

The lands involved are now leased to the State and difficulty is 
being encountered in enforcing hunting and fishing laws. 

Neither the Army, nor the Bureau of the Budget has any objection 
to this bill as it was amended in accordance with the recommendations 
of the Army. 

H. R. 8627: This bill would direct the Secretary of the Navy to 
convey approximately 300 acres of land to the Board of Supervisors of 
York County, Va. The county would pay 50 percent of the fair 
market value of the property as determined by the Secretary of the 
Navy. 
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The property must be used only for park and recreational purposes, 
and if it is not so used, the property will revert to the United States. 
The 50 percent payment is consistent with existing law relating to this 
type of conveyance. 

he bill was amended in order to place in it language protective to 
the interest of the United States. For example, mineral rights are 
reserved, the park must be used for recreational purposes, and the 
property can be used by the United States during a time of emergency. 

H. R. 9932: This bill would authorize the conveyance of approxi- 
mately 11 acres at Eglin Air Force Base, Fla., to the State board of 
education. The land would be used as a recreational camp or for 
other public purposes. If it were not so used, it would revert to the 
United States. 

This property is now used by the Department of Agriculture 
Extension Service for a 4-H Club recreational camp. 

The Department of Defense has no objection to the bill. 

The bill was amended to provide for the return of the property if 
needed in a national emergency and a restriction was placed on the 
height of any structures which may be constructed on the property. 

H. R. 10173: This bill is sponsored by the Department of the 
Interior and would authorize the President, by Executive order, to 
transfer to the Territory of Hawaii not to exceed 202 acres of land 
which comprise a portion of the Sand Island Military Reservation. 

Normally lands held in Hawaii by the United States, if they were 
lands ceded by Hawaii to the United States upon annexation, may be 
restored to the control of Hawaii by Executive order. The Depart- 
ment of the Interior and others concerned in this matter feel that there 
may be difficulty in determining whether an Executive order would be 
sufficient in this instance, and therefore have requested specific legisla- 
tion. The lands to be so transferred must be in the status of no longer 
being required for military purposes. 

Mr. Burns of Hawaii was present during the consideration of this 
bill and assisted the committee. 

H. R. 11125: This bill provides for the conveyance of approximately 
3.67 acres of land to the city of Valparaiso, Fla. The property is to 
be used as a public cemetery. 

The bill was amended in such fashion as to require that if the city 
failed to use the property for cemetery purposes, or used the property 
for any other purposes, title will revert to the United States. 

I would also like to state that there are a lot of service people 
buried there. There is no charge for the burial ground. 

As amended, the Department of Defense has no objection to the bill. 

H. R. 11700: This bill would authorize certain civilian personnel 
of the Department of Defense to carry firearms. As introduced, it 
would have granted this same authority to the National Advisory 
Committee for Aeronautics. 

The bill was amended so as to exclude the NACA since pending 
legislation relating to the Space Agency contains this authority. It 
is probable that sufficient authority exists today for civilian person- 
nel of the Department of Defense to carry firearms, but the Depart- 
ment wishes to render it entirely certain that this authority does 
exist. Those who would be affected by the legislation are persons 
who carry classified material, perform investigative functions or are 
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otherwise engaged in activities which makes the carrying of firearms 
desirable. 

This bill is sponsored by the Department of Defense. 

H. R. 11805: This bill is the fiscal 1959 construction bill for NACA. 
It involves a total authority in the amount of $29,933,000. 

The items which are to be constructed are set out in the bill itself 
and are described in greater detail in the backup books similar to those 
used during the consideration of the military construction bill. 

Among the larger items involved in the program are a high-temper- 
ature structural dynamics facility at Langley Air Force Base, a hyper- 
sonic missile propulsion facility at Lewis Laboratory, a modification 
of the Materials Research Laboratory, also at the Lewis Laboratory. 
Some of the other items are improvements to existing facilities, and 
the committee found that the program seemed to be a well-conceived 
one. 

This bill is a part of the legislative program of the NACA for fiscal 
1959. 

H. R. 12897: This bill would authorize the Secretary of the Army 
to convey to the city of Durham, N. C., a waterline and related facil- 
ities that service the former Camp Butner Military Reservation. 

These facilities were built on land not owned by the United States 
and during the use of the camp, water was furnished by the city of 
Durham at virtually no charge. It now appears that although the 
waterline is valueless to artyone but the city of Durham, GSA expects 
a payment of approximately $20,000 for the line and the pumps. 
‘All of the equities of the situation dictate that this be conveyed to 
the city free of charge. 

I would like to state that at the present time, when this State bought 
all of this property there, it was thought that everything was turned 
over. But several years later they found that this pipeline was down 
the middle of a road, which was later hard surfaced. Now, to tear 
it up and take it out of there I don’t know what it would cost and 
then have to replace the road. So the change in the road has made 
some difficulty. And, too, it parallels the city of Durham’s lines, and 
at the present time is not being used and hasn’t been used since 
World War II. So in face of the fact that the city of Durham - 
nished the water for nothing for about 45,000 or 50,000 troops for 5 
years, I feel it ts justified to turn it over to the city without charge, 
due to the fact that it would cost us more to dig it up and take it out 
_ you would ever get out of it, in my opinion. 

S. 628: This bill would direct the Secretary of the Army to convey 
33.79 acres of land in Rhode Island to the State for National Guard 
purposes. The property is now used by the National Guard and 
will continue to be used in the same fashion. This represents one of 
a large number of bills of this kind which have been reported out of 
this committee and passed by the Congress in the last several years. 

The Department of Defense has no objection to the bill, although 
it is pointed out that the Bureau of the Budget feels that action 
should be deferred pending a study of all of the National Guard 
facilities of the United States. 

If you did that, why I don’t know how many years it would be before 
we would get any action. So the committee felt like action should 
be taken on this, and it is primarily like we have been doing for the 
last several years. 
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Mr. Chairman, I recommend the favorable report of the number of 
bills that I have just reported. 

Mr. Kitpay. You mean with 

Mr. Duruam. With the committee amendments, 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, may I ask just one question? 

Mr. Kiupay. The gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. Harpy. In connection with 10173, the proposal to transfer 
title to certain land at Sand Island to the Territory of Hawaii, is there 
any indication as to what use the Territory will make of that land? 

Mr. Duruam. Is Mr. Burns here? 

Mr. Burns. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kiupay. Mr. Burns. 

Mr. Burns. The land will be placed to any use. It would have to 
be for industrial use because it is in the mouth of our harbor. 

Mr. Duruam. It was given to the Department of Defense by the 
Territory of Hawaii. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. What is it being used for presently? 

Mr. Burns. Nothing. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kiupay. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Will my colleague tell me if Sand Island is the 
island that was used as a quarantine station? 

Mr. Burns. Yes, sir. That was the detention camp in the early 
days of the war. 

Mr. Kiipay. The gentleman from North Carolina moves to report 
favorably the bills upon which he has reported with the amendments 
recommended by the subcommittee. Is there any objection? 

(No response.) 

Mr. Kitpay. The Chair hears none. There is a quorum present. 
The bills are favorably reported as amended. 

The next item on the agenda is a report of the Real Estate and 
Construction Committee. The gentleman from South Carolina, Mr. 
Rivers. 

Mr. Fisuer. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kitpay. The gentleman from Texas, Mr. Fisher. 

Mr. Fisuer. The Subcommittee on Real Estate and Construction 
considered a large number of real estate projects yesterday. With 
the exception of four, all are recommended for favorable consideration 
by the subcommittee. 

Because there are so many projects I am going to ask your permis- 
sion to give a brief summary of the projects and ask that there be 
inserted in the record a more detailed report. 





ARMY 


In the case of the Army the subcommittee recommends the favorable 
consideration of 12 projects. Three of the Army projects were passed 
over. 

Three of the Army projects are mere continuations of existing 
leases, 2 in Chicago and 1 in Atlanta,Ga. The fourth Army project 
involves an acquisition of 50 acres at Carlisle Barracks, Pa. The 
fifth is the acquisition of 487 areas constituting a training area in 
California. This area was intensively used for training range during 
World War II and cannot be de-dudded so as to make it safe for 
occupancy. 
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The last seven projects are all disposals involving either declara- 
tions to GSA or leases of Government property. The disposals to 
GSA include— 

A part of Raritan Arsenal, N. J. 

Four and five-tenths acres in Oakland, Calif., formerly used in 
connection with the sub-port of embarkation there. 

Part of Sunflower Ordnance Works, Kans. 

The West Virginia Ordnance Works. 

The St. Louis Chemical Corps plant, Illinois. 

A portion of the ee! ordnance plant, Indiana. 

The last Army project, No. 101A, contemplates the outleasing of 
39 industrial installations. I think it can be correctly said that as 
long as these installations continue in their present state the United 
States is bearing the cost of maintenance and, of course, is not receiv- 
ing income from them. Therefore, the subcommittee recommends 
that this project be approved, with the exception of item 12 involving 
the Joliet Arsenal, Ill., and item 30 which involves the Lone Star 
ordnance plant and the Red River Ordnance Depot, Tex. 


NAVY 


The Navy projects involve acquisitions under the fiight clearance 
program at seven installatjons. This program was authorized several 
years ago by this committee and by the Congress. 

The other Navy projects involve the continued leasing of a reser- 
voir area near China Lake, Calif.; and the renewal of a lease at the 
Naval Air Reserve training facility in Columbus, Ohio. 

Also the Navy projects include the continued outleasing of the 
naval facilities at the Puget Sound Bridge & Dredging Co., Seattle, 
Wash.; and the declarations as excess of the following installations: 

‘A commissary store at Key West, Fla. 

A metal fabrication plant at Warren, Ohio. 

Four thousand seven hundred acres at the Naval Ammunition 
Depot, Shumaker, Ark. 

The transfer to the Coast Guard of a radio station on Long 
Island. 

The subcommittee also considered Navy project involving Fentriss, 
Va. This project involves the acquisition of 1,430 acres at a cost of 
$340,000, and the subcommittee recommends its approval. 


AIR FORCE 


Most of the Air Force projects involve SAC dispersal, SAC alert, 
or land required for Bomarc facilities. 

The installations involved are— 

Truax Field, Wis. (Bomarc). 

Richards-Gebaur Air Force Base, Mo. (ammunition storage). 

Altus Air Force Base, Okla. (SAC alert). 

Olmstead Air Force Base, Pa. (land for dispensary, dormitory, 
dining hall, etc.). 

Pinecastle Air Force Base, Fla. (SAC alert) 

Niagara Falls Airport, N. Y. (Bomarc). 

Duluth Airport, Minn. (Bomarc). 

Two projects for Eglin Air Force Base, Fla., both involving 
land needed for instrumentation stations. 
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Gibbsboro, N. J. (Missile Master facility). 
Yastle Air Force Base, Calif. (land needed for bachelor officers’ 
quarters and a future hospital). 
Amendment and renewal of a GSA lease in Indianapolis, Ind. 
Selfridge Air Force Base, Mich. (an approach clear zone and 
runway extension). 
Keesler Air Force Base, Miss. (land for Capehart housing). 
Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Mich. (land for Capehart housing). 
Mr. Chairman, the subcommittee recommends that all of these 
projects be favorably considered by the full committee, and I will 
insert in the record at this point the more detailed report of the 
subcommittee. 
Mr. Fisuer. I move its adoption. 
Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, the report will be included in the 
record. 
(The report referred to is as follows:) 


ARMY 
Acquisition Project No. 800c-1 

Chicago Ordnance District. 

Area: 63,567 square feet for $187,522. 

This project involves the continued leasing of approximately 63,567 square 
feet of space for the use of the Chicago Ordnance District in Chicago, II. 
Acquisition Project No. 300d-1 

Area: 107,260 square feet for $150,164. 

This project involves the continued leasing py General Services Administration 
of 107,260 square feet of space at 226 West Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, IIl., to 
provide continued use and occupancy for Department of the Army activities. 
Acquisition Project No. 301 

This project involves the proposed continuation of the leasing of space for the 
following activity in the space currently occupied—part of South Atlantic Division 
Engineer Office, 90 Fairlie Street, Atlanta, Ga. 

Acquisition Project No. 303 

Carlisle Barracks, Pa. 

Area: 49.97 acres for $342,800. 

This project involves the fee acquisition of 49.97 acres of land in Cumberland 
County, Pa., to provide a site for construction of family housing and hospital 
facilities to serve the Carlisle Barracks Military Reservation, Pa. 

Acquisition Project No. 305 

Former Baywood Park training area, California. 

Area: 487.28 acres at $101,650. 

This project involves the proposed acquisition of 487.28 acres of contaminated 
land in San Luis Obispo County, Calif., part of the former Baywood Park training 
area, California. 


Disposal Project No. 95 
Part of Raritan Arsenal, N. J. 
Area: 12.4 acres. 
This project involves the proposed reporting of 12.4 acres of land, a part of 


Raritan Arsenal, township of Raritan, Middlesex County, N. J., to General 
Services Administration as excess real property. 


4 


Disposal Project No. 99 

Twelfth and Pine Streets facility, Oakland, Calif. 

Area: 4.57 acres, 

This project involves the proposed reporting of approximately 4.57 acres of 
land and improvements thereon, constituting the 12th and Pine Streets facility, 
Oakland, Calif., to the General Services Administration as excess real property. 
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Disposal project No. 103 

Part of Sunflower Ordnance Works, Lawrence, Kans. 

Area: 186.92 acres. 

This project involves the proposed reporting of approximately 186.92 acres of 
land and improvements thereon, constituting principally Sunflower Village, a 
portion of the Sunflower Ordnance Works, Lawrence, Kans., to the General 
Services Administration as excess real property. 

Disposal project No. 105 

West Virginia Ordnance Works, Point Pleasant, W. Va. 

Area: 659.24 acres. 

This project involves the proposed reporting of approximately 659.24 acres of 
land and improvements thereon constituting the major remaining portion of the 
West Virginia Ordnance Works, W. Va., to the General Services Administration 
as excess real property. 

Disposal project No. 108 

St. Louis Chemical Corps plant, Illinois. 

Area: 15.74 acres. 

This project involves the proposed reporting of approximately 15.74 acres of 
land with improvements thereon constituting the St. Louis Chemical Corps plant, 
St. Clair County, Ill., to General Services Administration as excess real property. 
Disposal project No. 111 

Portion of Kingsbury Ordnance plant, Indiana. 

Area: 74 acres. 

This project involves the proposed reporting of approximately 74 acres of land 
and the improvements thereon, constituting a portion of the Kingsbury Ordnance 
plant, La Porte, Ind., to GSA gs excess real property. 

Disposal project No. 101A 

All or parts of 37 industrial installations. 

This project involves the proposed leasing of industrial facilities at the 37 
Department of the Army installations. 


NAVY 
Acquisition project No. 254 

Outlying field, Whitehouse, Fla. 

Area: 4,246 acres at $280,000. 
Acquisition project No. 255 

Outlying field, Kaiser, to the Naval Air Station, Pensacola, Fla. 

Area: 138 acres (fee), 305 acres (ease) at $28,570 and $16,885. 
Acquisition project No. 256 

Outlying field site 5 to the Naval Air Station, Pensacola, Fla. 

Area: 112 acres (fee) and 218 acres (ease) at $220,550 and $38,510 
Acquisition project No. 257 

Outlying fields to the Naval Air Station, Pensacola, Fla. 

Area: 254 acres (fee) 897 acres (ease) at $109,185 and $129,905. 
Acquisition Project No. 260 

United States Naval Air Station, Cecil Field, Fla. 

Area: 1,795 acres (fee) and 1,040 acres (ease) at $304,975 and $27,750. 
Acquisition Project No. 262 

United States Naval Air Development Center, Johnsville, Pa. 

Area: 40.948 acres at $69,150. 
Acquisition Project No. 264 

Marine Corps Auxiliary Air Station, Beaufort, S. C. 

Area: 65 acres (fee) at $17,950; 789 acres (easements) at $57,950. 
Acquisition Project No. 265 

United States Naval Ordnance Test Station, China Lake, Calif. 

Area: Surface and subsurface area, for $50,005. 
Acquisition Project No. 271 

United States Naval Air Station, Columbus, Ohio, $27,000. 
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Disposal Project No. 133 

Departmental reserve plant, Puget Sound Bridge & Dredging Co., Seattle, 
Wash., DOD No. 422. 

To lease the Government-owned facilities to Puget Sound Bridge & Dredging 
Co., the owners of the underlying land, for a consideration depending upon usage. 
Disposal Project No. 145 

Former naval commissary store site, United States Naval Base, Key West, 
Fla. ; 

To be reported excess to GSA. 

Disposal project No. 151 

Naval industrial reserve metal fabrication and machining plant, Warren, 
Ohio, DOD No, 322. 

To be reported excess to GSA. 


Disposal project No. 152 


Naval Ammunition Depot, Shumaker, Ark. 
To be reported excess to GSA. 
Disposal project No. 154 

United States Naval Radio Station, Amagansett, Long Island, N. Y. 

The Department of the Navy proposes to transfer to the Coast Guard, the 
Naval Radio Station, Amagansett, Long Island, N. Y., for use as a potential site 
for a loran station. This property consists of 41.45 acres of land acquired in 
1942 for use as a Navy radio direction finder station. Original cost of land and 
existing improvements was $38,476. Additional improvements constructed at 
Government expense total $152,150. 


Acquisition project No. 240 

NALF, Fentress, Va. 

Area: 1,430 acres at $340,000. 

In order to provide complete protection with the field carrier landing pracvice 
approach zones for this runway it will be necessary to acquire fee title to 1,430 
acres of land and flight clearance easements over an additional 780 acres of land. 


AIR FORCE 
Acquisition Project No. 444 

Truax Field, Madison, Wis. 

Area: 109.26 acres at $39,490. 

This project involves the acquisition of fee title to approximately 109.26 acres 
of land to support the construction of a classified facility in the vicinity of Truax 
Field, Madison, Wis. The project also involves the acquisition of restrictive 
easements over approximately 75 acres and right-of-way easements over 3 acres, 
required for an access road. 

Acquisition Project No. 430 

Richards-Gebaur Air Force Base, Mo. 

Area: 147.44 acres at $54,125. 

This project involves the acquisition in fee title to perce 147.44 acres of 
land required for the construction of an Air Defense Command type ammunition 
storage facility at Richards-Gebaur Air Force Base, Mo. The ammunition 
storage facility is required in support of the fighter-interceptor squadron located 
at Richards-Gebaur Air Force Base. 


Acquisition Project No. 431 

Altus Air Force Base, Okla. 

Area: 104.50 acres, fee, at $37,000. 

This project consists of the acquisition in fee title of approximately 104.50 acres 
of land. This acquisition is required to support construction of SAC alert facilities 
consisting of an alert operational apron and a ready crew building. 


Acquisition project No. 435 

Olmsted Air Force Base, Pa. 

Area: 75.3 acres at $45,788. 

This project consists of the fee acquisition of approximately 75.3 acres of land 
required for construction of a dispensary, Air Police building, airmen dormitory, 
dining hall, exchange facility, and a vehicle fueling station at a cost of $45,788. 
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Acquisition project No. 437 

Pinecastle Air Force Base, Fla. 

Area: 120.26 acres, fee, at $60,000. The subcommittee changed this to 240 
acres and $100,000. 

This project consists of the acquisition in fee title of approximately 120.26 
acres of land. This land is required to support construction of SAC alert facilities 
consisting of an alert operational apron and ready crew building. 


Acquisition project No. 443 

Niagara Falls Municipal Airport, N. Y. 

Area: 88.5 acres. 

This project involves the acquisition of fee title to approximately 88.5 acres of 
land to support the construction of a classified facility in the vicinity of Niagara 
Falls Municipal Airport, N. Y. This project also involves the acquisition of 
restrictive easements over approximately 72.4 acres and right-of-way easements 
over 17.7 acres required for access roads. 

Acquisition Project No. 441 

Duluth Municipal Airport, Minn. 

Area: 102.5 acres at $52,000. 

This project involves the acquisition of fee title to approximately 102.5 acres 
of land to support the construction of a classified facility in the vicinity of Duluth 
Municipal Airport, Duluth, Minn. The project also includes the acquisition of 
easements over approximately 68 acres of land. 


Acquisition Project No. 434 

Eglin Air Force Base, Fla. 

Area: 49.65 acres at $95,350. 

This project consists of acquisition in fee of approximately 49.65 acres at 
Anclote, Fla., for construction-of an instrumentation station as an integral part 
of the Eglin Gulf Test Range. 

Acquisition Project No. 433 

Eglin Air Force Base, Fla. 

Area: 19 acres at $47,500. 

This project consists of acquisition of fee title of approximately 19 acres of 
land required for construction of an instrumentation station which is a portion 
of a 450-mile gulf test range for guided missiles. 

Acquisition Project No. 442 

Gibbsboro, N. J., site. 

Area: 28 acres at $27,500. 

This project involves the acquisition of fee title to approximately 28 acres of 
land to support the construction of a classified facility in the vicinity of Gibbsboro, 
N. J, 

Acquisition Project No. 432 

Castle Air Force Base, Calif. 

Area: 52.31 acres at $199,515. 

This project consists of the acquisition in fee title of approximately 52.31 acres 
of land required for construction of a hospital and bachelor officer quarters at 
Castle Air Force Base. These facilities are needed to support the missions of 
the Strategic Air Command and the Air Defense Command. There is insufficient 
land available, on base, to support this construction. 


Acquisition Project No. 416 

Test building, 54 Monument Circle, Indianapolis, Ind. 

Area: 11,513 square feet at $30,728. 

This project consists of amendment and renewal of a lease by the GSA to 
provide for assignment to the Air Force pursuant to Reorganization Plan No. 18 
of 1950 of 11,513 square feet of office space for the Indianapolis Air Procurement 
District Office. This activity administers all Air Force procurement contracts 
in the Indianapolis area. 

Acquisition project No. 440 

Selfridge Air Force Base, Mich. 

Area: 48.90 acres at $211,900. 

This project involves the acquisition in fee title to approximately 48.90 acres of 
land required for the approach clear zone and the installation of the approach light- 
ing system at the north end of the extended north-south runway at Selfridge 
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Air Force Base, Mich. The runway is being extended 800 reet to the north to 
provide a 9,000-foot runway in support of the SAC tanker dispersal program. 
The land is the minimum required to meet Air Force criteria for the runway 
approach zone. This project also involves the acquisition of clearance easements 
over approximately 245.45 acres of land at a cost of $37,425. 

Acquisition project No. 489 

Keesler Air Force Base, Miss. 

Area: 60.66 acres at $89,772. 

This project involves the acquisition of fee title to approximately 60.66 acres of 
land at Keesler Air Force Base, Miss., to provide a site for construction of a title 
VIII family housing project of 290 units. 

Acquisition project No. 436 


Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Mich. 

Area: 173.54 acres at $47,600. 

This project involves the acquisition of fee title to approximately 173.54 acres 
of land required for the construction of 618 title VIII family housing units at 
Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Mich. This housing project is required in support of 
programed missions of | fighter interceptor squadron, 1 heavy bomber squadron, 
| missile squadron, and an air refueling unit. 

Mr. Kixupay. Is there any objection to any of the items reported on 
by the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. Reece. Mr. Chairman, may I make an inquiry? 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Reece. 

Mr. Reece. With reference to the items that are referred to the 
subcommittee, are the items having to do with these Reserve training 
centers referred to your subcommittee? I am not suggesting so much 
as to whether they are included in this report, but I am speaking in a 
general way. 

Mr. Ducanper. No, they are not. 

Mr. Reece, They are not? 

Mr. Ducanprr. No, sir; they are not. 

Mr. Fisner. | do not think so. 

Mr. Ducanpgr. They are distributed to members of the committee, 
Mr. Chairman, by mimeographed letter whenever they come in from 
the Department. If we do not hear from the members of the com- 
mittee in 30 days, it is assumed that they have no objection. 

Mr. Kitpay. Are you speaking now of the Reserve training centers? 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Construction. 

Mr. Smarr. Armories and such, construction. 

Mr. Kixipay. Similar to armories? 

Mr. Smart. Yes, sir. They are not referred to the Rivers Real 
Estate Subcommittee. 

Mr. Kinupay. Is there objection to any of the items reported upon? 

No response. ) 

Mr. Kirupay. If not, the Chairman will notify the Department that 
the committee interposes no objection. 

The next item on the agenda is full committee consideration of 
H. R. 13170 to amend title 10 of the United States Code to provide 
for a permanent professor of physical education at the United States 
Military Academy, Mr. Ducander. 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. We have General Throckmorton here, 
who is the Commandant of Cadets of the Military Academy. He has 
a short statement that will explain the bill. 

Mr. Kripay. Glad to have you here, General. We do not often 
have men from the Academy. 
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General THrockmorton. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kixpay. Go ahead with your statement. 

General Tarockmorron. Mr. Chairman and members of the com- 
mittee, I am Brig. Gen. John L. Throckmorton, Commandant of 
Cadets at the Military Academy. I am here to testify in support of 
H. R. 13170, a bill to authorize the appointment of a permanent 
professor of physical education at the Military Academy. 

At present this function is performed by a line officer who is subject 
to reassignment. We consider that in order to develop and maintain 
a sound long-range program of physical education that will be respon- 
sive to the demands of our country and the Army, it is essential that 
the professor of physical education be designated as a permanent 
member of the faculty. 

The enactment of H. R. 13170 will accomplish this objective with 
no increase in the budgetary requirements for the Department of 
the Army. 

Mr. Kitpay. Thank you, General. You are the Commandant of 
Cadets, are you not? 

General THrockmorton. Yes, sir; I am. 

Mr. Kitpay. Any questions of General Throckmorton? 

Mr. Héserr. Yes. How does that appointment line up with the 
Athletic Department situation? Is that under the Athletic Director 
or is it outside of his realm? 

General THrockmorToN. Sir, it is outside of his realm. The Office 
of Physical agg and the Athletic Department are two entirely 
different areas. The Office of Physical Education is directly under 
the siedepiaibe and control of the Commandant of Cadets. 

Mr. Kinpay. All cadets would be required to take physical educa- 
tion, whereas all might not participate in sports under the Athletic 
Director, is that correct? 

General THrocKmorton. That is correct, sir. The physical educa- 
tion program is a formal program of instruction which has hours 
designated and programs and so forth throughout the 4 years, which all 
cadets of the Academy are required to pursue. 

Mr. Hésert. This is calisthenics and the like; is that what you 
mean, gym exercise? 

General THrockmorton. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kirpay. Now, this would make him a professor at the Academy, 
rather than a line officer assigned to duty there? 

General THrockmorrTon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kiupay. So that he would remain permanently as a member of 
the faculty? 

General Turockmorton. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Purisin. Who is the present head of the department? Who is 
discharging these functions at the present time? 

General THrockmorton. Lieutenant Colonel Kobes. 

Mr. Puiueri. Has he full charge of all the athletic activities? 

General THrockmorton. He has full charge of the physical educa- 
tion part, sir. 

Mr. Puiipin. Does he have charge also of the regular games like 
football, baseball, and track? 

General THrockmorton. No, sir. He has nothing to do with the 
intercollegiate sports program. 

Mr. Puripin. Who has charge of the intercollegiate sports program? 
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General Turockmorton. That is under the Director of Athletics, 
Col. Earl Blaik. 

Mr. Puivein. I see. How would that change Colonel Blaik’s 
status? 

General THrockmortTon. It would not change his status whatsoever, 
sir. 

Mr. Puiupin. This just provides for putting a regular line officer 
in charge of all of the other noncompetitive athletic activities at 
West Point. 

Mr. Kriupay. It does the opposite. It relieves a line officer from 
assignment as professor of physical education and places the professor 
of physical education on the faculty. 

Mr. Purisin. I wanted to find out what impact this bill would have 
upon competitive sports at the Academy. 

General Torockmorton. No impact whatever, sir. 

Mr. Puiipin. Would this give the new proposed physical director 
charge of all of the competitive games at West Point? 

General Torockmorton. No, sir; it would not. 

Mr. Purisrn. It would just give him charge of the so-called physical 
exercise program? 

General THrockmortTon. Yes, sir. The physical education pro- 
gram is divided essentially into two parts, sir. An instructional pro- 
gram and an intramural program. 

Now, the third portion of our athletic setup there is the inter- 
collegiate sports program which is separate and apart and is conducted 
on an entirely different basis than our physical education program. 

Mr. Purisin. So that this would have no effect whatever upon the 
competitive sport program? 

General THrockmMortTon. None whatever, sir. 

Mrs. St. Georae. Mr. Chairman, if I might ask the general. 

Mr. Kiutpay. The gentlelady from New York. 

Mrs. St. GrorGce. This program has always been in existence at 
the Military Academy, has it not, General? 

It is simply that you now want a permanent position to take charge 
of physical instruction? 

General THrocKMORTON. Yes, ma’am; that is correct. 

Mrs. Str. Grorae. You always had a physical instructor there and 
you have always had the program in existence? 

General THrockmortToNn. We have always had a physical education 
program and, on the other side, the intercollegiate sports program. 

Mrs. St. Grorae. So there is no, absolutely no change? 

General Torockmorton. All this is doing is placing the officer in 
charge of the physical education program on a permanent basis. 

Mr. Kitpay. Any other questions? 

Mrs. St. Grorar. Mr. Chairman, might I say that—I hate to 
display my ignorance, but I am really astonished that they have not 
had such a position for a long time at the Military Academy. I think 
this legislation is called for in every possible way. 

Mr. Kitpay. Thank you; any other questions of General Throck- 
morton? 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kriupay. The gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. Devereux. What do they mean here in lines 7 and 8 where it 
says “law” and “ordnance”? Are we talking about two other 
professors? 
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Mr. Ducanper. No, sir, Mr. Devereux. They are writing the 
section of the law. At the present time the law reads, ‘‘one permanent 
professor of each of the following subjects: law, ordnance.” 

This would rewrite it to include physical education. 

Mr. Van Zanpvt. I move its adoption, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Reece. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kiupay. The gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. Reece. If you do not mind. 

Mr. Kiuipay. Yes; the gentleman from Tennessee is recognized. 

Mr. Reece. I have been trying to get recognition for a long time. 
It is pretty hard for a man this low on the totem pole to get recognition. 

Mr. Kiupay. The gentleman is recognized. 

Mr. Resce. One of the outstanding directors of physical education 
was Colonel Keller. 

General THrockmorTon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Reece. Who served there in the teens. He probably brought 
greater recognition to the Academy in the field of physical education, 
or as great, as any man who ever served in that capacity. For how 
long a period did Colonel Keller serve? 

General Turocxmorton. I believe it was about 20 years, sir. I 
am told 24 years, sir. 

Mr. Reece. [| had the — that he served for a long period 
of time. 

Would this bill make it imprac tical, if an outstanding man such as 
Colonel Keller was found in the services—make it impractical for 
him to be assigned as professor? 

General THrockmorrton. If a permanent professor of physical edu- 
cation had already been appointed, sir, and another one happened to 
come along, you would have to get pel of the incumbent before the 
new man could be appointed, I would say, sir. 

Mr. Rexce. I am not speaking now in any way to reflect upon the 
civilian instructors in physical ‘education, but I think the services 
are outstanding in that department and, Mr. Chairman, I have 
some question about the advisability of setting up a system by which 
these outstanding men in the services will be—their services would 
be deprived the cadets at the Academy. I am taking Colonel Keller 
as probably the outstanding example. 

I am wondering about the necessity. Why the necessity? Whom 
would the Army have selected during this long tenure of Colonel 
Keller that would have been better than he? Was there anyone 
available that might have given the Academy greater prestige or 
would have imbued the cadets with a higher spirit in that area than 
did Colonel Keller? 

General Torockmorton. Sir, I cannot answer that question. 
However, I might say this, and that is our physical education program 
has made its greatest strides when we have had a man in the position 
who was there longer than the normal 3-year tour. 

Now. we have had three cases of that 

The first cause you mentioned, Colonel Keller, for 24 years. Then 
in 1944. that is from 1944 to 1953. we had Colonel Green. During 
that period the department made great strides in the work which they 
did. The same thing is true now, sir, with the present incumbent. 
He started in 1953. He has been in that position for 5 vears and 
again we are making strides, based on the fact, I am sure, that those 
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people develop their professional ability along these lines. They 
develop contacts with outside civilian physical educators. They 
take special courses. They have a much deeper interest in this 
particular field, I think, than you would find normally in a Regular 
Army officer; the Regular Army officers who would be considered on 
this present rotating basis would, of course, be colonels. 

They have the requirement to maintain their military proficiency 
insofar as their profession is concerned. They are not particularly 
interested by and large, I would believe, in an assignment of this type 
because it is so specialized. 

Furthermore, the better officers have certain musts in assignment 
which they must accomplish in order to round their career. 

Mr. Reece. Mr. Chairman, I will not interpose any objection. 

I question the advisability of the approach that is being taken by 
this bill. The approach that would appeal to me as the logical ap- 
proach is one that would enable the Academy to utilize the services 
on a continuing basis of such basis as Colonel Keller and Colonel 
Green—the two men who have established the reputation of the 
Military Academy in physical education. 

Mr. Kitpay. Thank you, Mr. Reece. 

Mr. Pxuitprn. Mr. Chairman, I would like to associate myself with 
the views expressed by the distinguished gentleman from Tennessee. 
I am quite at a loss to understand what the need for this will be. 

Mr. Reece. And I do question if this bill has been studied as 
thoroughly as it should be studied. 

Mr. Puitein. My thought, Mr. Chairman, was: I would like to 
hear some statements concerning the need, whether there is dissatisfac- 
tion with the present program or with the way it has been conducted 
throughout the years, whether the authority is asked because you 
have in mind that some change is needed to improve or change or 
better the program, and in general what need would be and what 
the justification for requesting this legislation is. 

Mr. Smarr. May I make one remark, Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Kiupay. Yes, Mr. Smart. 

Mr. Smarr. I have looked into this, I will admit, rather briefly, Mr. 
Philbin and Mr. Reece, but this is my feeling about why they need 
this legislation: 

By the time an officer has proceeded through the ranks in the Army 
to the point where he would be worthy, have the rank and experience 
to come into this position, he has carved out for himself a general 
career in the Army. I think he does not want to sit there and be the 
physical-education director at West Point. He wants to, perhaps, 
pull that tour of duty and go onto the next tour in whatever he has 
been trained, as a well-rounded career. 

Now, this bill gives the Academy three alternates, whereas today 
they have only one. They have to take an active-duty officer today 
and assign him to this position. 

If this bill is passed, they can continue to do that if they want to. 
By the same token, they could take a civilian and put him in the 
position, if he were an outstanding man worthy of a professorship. 

They could also take a retired officer who cannot continue an active- 
duty career, but who perhaps is outstanding in many ways, and even 
though retired, he would still be physically able and have all of the 
attributes required for this job. 
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So it gives them the latitude they need for this position and at the 
same time permits the active- duty officers to go on through their 
career in the service. 
bh Mr. Price. I think you can make another point also. Once he 
accepts this assignment, he will make quite a sacrifice because he is 
stymied in rank from then on. 

Mr. Smart. That is correct. 

Mr. Kipay. I think there is some confusion on the part of some 
of the members of the committee perhaps with reference to the status 
of a professor at the Military Academy. 

I believe at the present time practically all of your professors come 
from the service, do they not? 

General THrocKMoRTON. Yes, sir; they do. 

Mr. Kizpay. Whereas at one time you would select an able professor 
from somewhere else and give him the relative rank of colonel and he 
would become a professor? 

General THrockmortTon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kivpay. But when he becomes a professor now, he has entered— 
he comes from the service and enters a career field where he stays 
permanently. 

General THrockmortTon. Yes, sir. However, in the selection of 
our professors, we do not confine ourselves, sir, to military personnel. 

Mr. Kitpay. I understand. I thought— 

General THrockmortTon. Any qualified individual, civilian or 
military, might be selected as a professor. 

Mr. Kitpay. And he then takes the rank of colonel? 

General THrockmortTon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kiipay. And continues permanently at the Academy? 

General THRockmorTON. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. Now, of course, physical education is not only a ques- 
tion of calisthenics and exercises. There are people who major in 
college in physical education, so that this is one of your educational 
departments at the Academy, is it not? 

General THrockmorTon. It is very much so, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kixpay. As distinguished from just exercise or something of 
that kind? 

General THrockmorton. That is right, sir. It works into our 
military training. It works into our leadership training. It is an 
integral part of the whole program, exclusive of the academic depart- 
ment. 

Mr. Kiupay. And it includes the ability of the officer when he gradu- 
ates to provide the proper physical training for his troops, after he 
joins them in the field. 

General THrockmorton. Actually, you might say, sir, that the 
physical education program at West Point is sort of the fountainhead 
of the physical education program in the Army. 

Mr. Kiupay. So it is physical education, just as you take any other 
education course, so that he is capable of instructing and educating 
in 





General THrocxmorton. He is capable of administering and 
instructing physical education out in the service. 

Mr. Reece. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kitpay. One question, please. 
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In all of your other departments you have professors such as it is 
proposed to make a professor of physical education, do you not? 

General THrockmorton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. And this is the only one left where you must depend 
upon a line officer pulling a normal tour of duty? 

General THRockmorton. Yes, sir, except, Mr. Chairman, in the 
military training, where the commandant has control over that. 

Mr. Kiupay. Yes. 

Mr. Puiitprn. And there is no purpose here in this bill to change 
the existing status quo with reference to your intercollegiate competi- 
tive sports program at West Point? 

General THrockmorton. None whatever. 

Mr. Krtpay. Mr. Reece. 

General TaHrockmorton. Congressman Philbin, they are two 
entirely separate and distinct programs. 

Mr. Durnam. Well, this is patterned more or less after any good 
college’s physical education program because you have as many 
classes of instruction and books. 

General THrocKMorRTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. As in any other college. 

General TorockmMorTon. As a matter of fact, I have a list of some 
19 or 20 colleges where the professor of physical education has been 
on duty for 10 years or more there and it includes—— 

Mr. Kitpay. Do you have that list, General? You can supply it 
for the record. You do not need to read it. You can give it to the 
reporter. 

(The document referred to is as follows:) 

Permanent assignment for the duties of director of physical education is uni- 
versal among colleges and universities. 

Following is a list of nationally known directors who have been in their positions 
for 10 or more years: 

Prof. C. H. McCloy, University of lowa, 20 years. 

Prof. C. L. Brownell, Teachers College, Columbia University, 18 years. 
Prof. William L. Hughes, Temple University, 15 years. 
Prof. Nelson Walke, Brooklyn University, 12 years. 

Prof. Elmer Mitchel, University of Michigan, 20 years. 
Prof. T. E..MeDonough, Emory University, 15 years. 
Prof. A. W. Marsh, Amherst College, 20 years. 

Prof. D. H. Brace, University of Texas, 20 years. 

Prof. J. W. Kistler, Louisiana State University, 15 years. 
Prof. R. J. H. Kiputh, Yale University, 20 years. 

Prof. H. G. McCurdy, Wesleyan University, 12 years. 
Prof. T. N. Metealf, University of Chicago, 15 years. 
Prof. J. M. Harmon, Boston University, 18 years. 

Prof. G. W. Howard, Queens College, 15 years. 

Prof. G. 8S. Little, Cornell University, 15 years. 

Prof. J. H. Shaw, Syracuse University, 18 years. 

Prof. D. Obertauffer, Ohio State University, 18 years. 
Prof. 8. C. Staley, Illinois University, 20 years. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Reece, you are recognized. 

Mr. Reece. Mr. Chairman, the general, I think, put his finger on 
the point that has been uppermost in my mind, that the department 
of physical education at West Point is the fountainhead of physical 
training for the Army in all of its centers throughout the country in 
contrast to the relationship of the physical education department in 
any other particular university. 
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Personally, I think since it does occupy that relationship, that it is 
very fine to have an outstanding officer in that area of accomplish- 
ment as head of the department of physical education. I think it 

than mere physical 
training. I think when Colonel Keller came before a corps of cadets, 
as he did all over the United States in 1917 and 1918, that it was a 
source of inspiration to all of those men, and he was a colonel in the 
United States Army. 

He is able to inspire the men in a different way than an ordinary 
professor of physical education, but again, I have no objection if the 
committee wants to go ahead and approve it. 

Mr. Kiupay. The professor of physical education would carry the 
rank and title of colonel, would he not? 

General THrockmortTon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Because he is a professor. 

Is there an objection to favorable report? 

Mr. O’Konsxi. Mr. Chairman, I move the bill be passed. 

Mr. Kiupay. Is there objection to a favorable report? 

The Chair hears none. If not, the bill will be favorably reported 

The House is in session. We have one more bill on the agenda that 
we may be able to dispose of. It is H. R. 11041. 

It is to provide that the United States shall furnish the services of a 
chaplain to conduct certain graveside rites in national cemeteries. 

Mr. Smart. May I make this brief statement? There are no 
witnesses here on it. 

Mr. Gubser is the author of the bill by request of a veterans’ 
organization in California, I understand from conversation with him. 

We have an adverse report on it. 

In giving the adverse report, the Department states that there are 
85 national cemeteries which cover a wide and remote geographic 
area and this bill would require that a military chaplain be present to 
conduct the services for a deceased service member, a reservist or 
their dependents, when buried in a national cemetery. 

Many of them are so remote from military installations that the 
Army states that it would be necessary to increase the number of 
active duty officers, as chaplains, in order to cope with this. It 
would be quite expensive. They recommend against it. 

Mr. Kizpay. I would think—the House being in session— 

Mr. Osmers. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kitpay. The gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. Osmers. I move this bill be tabled. 

Mr. Kuixpay. I think maybe it would be—is there objection? 

(No response.) 

Mr. Gusser. Mr. Chairman, the reason I am asking for a decision 
on this at this time—lI recognize that it should be studied by a sub- 
committee in light of this adverse report, but there is considerable 
pressure in my home district for a decision on this bill. I would just 
as soon have the decision now. 

Mr. Osmers. You have my motion. 

Mr. Kizpay. A motion has been made that the bill be tabled. 
Those in favor signify by saying “‘Aye. 

To the contrary, “No.” 

The ayes have it, and the bill is tabled. 

(Whereupon, at 11:03 a. m., the committee recessed to the call of 
the Chair.) O 





